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The Supreme People's court in 2010, 2015 promulgated the "Regulations on the 
work of case guidance", "the Supreme People's Court on the case guidance work of 
the provisions of the implementation details". This marks in the existing legal system 
in China, the case guidance system have been from the dispute in the ring down and 
step on the concrete practice of the journey. I found that the theory and practice in 
the past mostly choose start from the significance of case guidance system and 
guidance in case selection, editing, publishing and updating the perspective, this 
paper discusses how to establish system of case guidance in China. In this paper, not 
repeat them. However, how to improve and correct the system, complete the benign 
interaction between the legislation and the judicial system, in order to achieve the 
ultimate justice, it needs more exploration and research. In Anglo American legal 
system, the distinction between technology as a skill, not a complete set of principles, 
can only be a summary of experience. However, there are some fine methods, which 
make the distinction between the rough and simple technology. Based on China's 
national conditions, this paper is to think about the confusion of the differences in 
the criminal case guidance system in our country, and to improve the guidance 
system of criminal case. From the perspective of improving the credibility of the 
judiciary, the author analyzes the value of the introduction of the distinction between 
criminal case guidance in China, and designs and practices the operational process of 
the application of different techniques in the criminal case guidance, hoping to 
provide some help and benefit to our country's criminal judicial practice. 
The research of this paper is based on the current criminal case guidance system 
in our country. Besides the preface and conclusion, the text is divided into four parts. 
In the previous section, the article introduces the precedent (case) in fact, has 
become the common system of the two legal system, the current criminal case 
















The first part, combined with the statistical data of Sichuan province court, 
from the criminal case guidance of the "similar cases" difficult to understand, the 
"reference" difficult to implement, the criminal case guidance in the "should refer to" 
difficult to define and other three aspects of the criminal case guidance system in the 
case of the confusion, the lack of the "regulations". 
In the second part, through the historical analysis, dialectical analysis and 
comparative analysis methods, the paper introduced the situation of the UK, USA, 
Germany, France, Japan precedent (case) effect, and use the, review of the Anglo 
American law system of criminal law and civil law criminal judicial precedent 
system, we should absorb the two genealogies of law the rational part (mainly from 
technical differences of Anglo American Criminal Law) as I used to. And analysis in 
China's criminal case guidance applicable technique to distinguish the value and 
significance of. 
In the third part, in judicial practice in criminal judge how to use technical 
differences in the criminal case guided practice in order to achieve co sentenced, this 
kind of cases sentenced, different case different sentence, to our country criminal 
case guided by case guidance technology of different operation designed, searching 
for to supply ratio of has never criminal criminal case, comparison case fact points 
and points of law, from summed up the judicial rules (i.e., guiding criminal case 
referee points), the referee rules and pending criminal cases comparison and draw a 
conclusion. And take five cases of criminal cases and the present criminal cases as 
an example to carry out the case study of "different techniques". 
The fourth part, according to the third part of the content, in order to the 
effective operation of the criminal case guidance system in China, to explore the 
application of the criminal case guidance in the application of different techniques to 
enhance the path. Among them, it is from the macro level to be perfect. For example, 
to increase the publicity of criminal case guidance system, increase its social identity 
and audience participation, strengthen the theoretical research and practical training, 
in order to improve the judge as the main body of the legal professional community 















the level and ability. There are also from a microscopic perspective to improve, for 
example, the refinement of the provisions of the "rules for the implementation of the 
content; timely guidance of the criminal case to carry out" waste, change, 
legislation". 
Conclusion part reiterated the two systems integration trend, on the other hand 
lookback the our country criminal case guidance system. Finally, it is suggested that 
the application of different techniques to build a criminal case guidance system with 
Chinese characteristics, namely, a supplement to the judicial process, and the "judge 
made law" in the Anglo American legal system. 
To sum up, this paper mainly through the discussion of the four parts of the 
body, in order to protect the criminal case guidance system in effective operation of 
our country to provide some ideas, so as to solve different codefendant phenomenon, 
to complete unification of judicial application, to realize the judicial justice, enhance 
the public credibility of the judiciary. 
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报》上刊登各种典型疑难案件,到 2010 年 11 月 26 日最高法颁行了《规定》）,
再到 2011 年 12 月 20 日,最高法颁布了第一批指导性案例，历经 20 余年的发展,
我国案例指导制度才初步确立（截止 2015 年 4 月 23 日，最高法共发布民事、刑
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